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Continuation of 3. NOTE: 

The new claims include new limitations not previously considered. 

Applicants arguments to Uetani were addressed in the Final Rejection it being 
additionally noted the language "improved adhesive characteristics" does not limit the claim to 
any particular adhesive composition over another particular adhesive composition. 

Applicants arguments to Teiichi were addressed in the Final Rejection it being again 
noted paragraph 131 of Teiichi specifically teaches the adhesive composition is dissolved or 
dispersed in a solvent and paragraph 137 specifically teaches the solvent for the varnish is 
acetone. 

Applicants arguments to Ruiz were addressed in the Final Rejection it being again noted 

the claims do not require de-bonding the adhesive and there is nothing in applicants specification 

describing the term "de-bondable" with reference to adhesives as necessarily excluding 

permanent adhesives and such is not implied particularly when the specification demonstrates 

super glue, an adhesive readily considered "permanent" by one of ordinary skill in the art, as 

debondable. 

/John L. Goff/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



